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joint resolution on the hiring practices, ex-
pansion, and profitability of business with
100 or fewer employees; and’’.

(2) POINT OF ORDER.—Section 424(b)(3) of
the Congressional Budget Act of 1974 (2
U.S.C. 658c(b)(3)) is amended by adding after
the period ‘‘If such determination is made by
the Director, a point of order under this part
shall lie only under section 425(a)(1) and as if
the requirement of section 425(a)(1) had not
been met.’’.

(3) THRESHOLD AMOUNTS.—Section 425(a)(2)
of the Congressional Budget Act of 1974 (2
U.S.C. 658d(a)(2)) is amended—

(A) by striking ‘‘Federal intergovern-
mental mandates by an amount that causes
the thresholds specified in section 424(a)(1)’’
and inserting ‘‘Federal mandates by an
amount that causes the thresholds specified
in section 424(a)(1) or (b)(1)’’; and

(B) by inserting ‘‘, in the case of Federal
intergovernmental mandates exceeding the
thresholds specified in section 424(a)(1)’’
after ‘‘unless’’.

(4) APPLICATION RELATING TO APPROPRIA-
TIONS COMMITTEES.—Section 425(c)(1)(B) of
the Congressional Budget Act of 1974 (2
U.S.C. 658d(c)(1)(B)) is amended—

(A) in clause (i) by striking ‘‘intergovern-
mental’’;

(B) in clause (ii) by striking ‘‘intergovern-
mental’’;

(C) in clause (iii) by striking ‘‘intergovern-
mental’’;

(D) in clause (iv) by striking ‘‘intergovern-
mental’’;

(5) APPLICATION RELATING TO CONGRES-
SIONAL BUDGET OFFICE.—Section 427 of the
Congressional Budget Act of 1974 (2 U.S.C.
658f) is amended by striking ‘‘intergovern-
mental’’.

(b) RULES OF THE HOUSE OF REPRESENTA-
TIVES.—Clause 5 of rule XXIII of the Rules of
the House of Representatives (as added by
section 107 of the Unfunded Mandates Re-
form Act of 1995 (2 U.S.C. 1514)) is amended
by striking ‘‘section 424(a)(1)’’ and inserting
‘‘section 424(a)(1) or (b)(1)’’.

(c) EXERCISE OF RULEMAKING POWERS.—
This section is enacted by Congress—

(1) as an exercise of the rulemaking power
of the Senate and the House of Representa-
tives, respectively, and as such it shall be
considered as part of the rules of such House,
respectively, and shall supersede other rules
only to the extent that they are inconsistent
therewith; and

(2) with full recognition of the constitu-
tional right of either House to change such

rules (so far as relating to such House) at
any time, in the same manner, and to the
same extent as in the case of any other rule
of each House.
SEC. 5. SENSE OF THE CONGRESS.

It is the sense of the Congress that any un-
funded mandates that are determined by the
Director of the Congressional Budget Office
to exceed the applicable threshold under sec-
tion 424(a)(1) or (b)(1) of the Congressional
Budget Act of 1974 (2 U.S.C. 658f(a)(1),
658f(b)(1)) should be financed through re-
duced taxes, tax abatements, or direct com-
pensation by the Federal Government.
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Mrs. FOWLER. Mr. Speaker, my colleague,
Ms. HARMAN, and I appreciate the opportunity
to apprise our colleagues about the ongoing
congressional efforts to investigate the serious
allegations of sexual misconduct that have
been made in our Armed Forces.

As our colleagues know, the House National
Security Committee, of which we are mem-
bers, is the committee with primary respon-
sibility over the Department of Defense, par-
ticularly with regard to policy issues. It has
been tasked by Speaker GINGRICH to fully in-
vestigate the issue of sexual misconduct in the
military services. Committee chairman FLOYD
SPENCE has asked our colleague STEVE
BUYER, chairman of the Personnel Subcommit-
tee, and ourselves, the two most senior
women on the committee, to lead the commit-
tee’s efforts.

Mr. Speaker, we take seriously both the al-
legations of sexual misconduct and the allega-
tions raised this week of possible investigative
misconduct. Let us point out that the commit-
tee’s focus is not on integrated basic training,

not gender neutral performance standards,
and not women in combat. Our focus is on
sexual misconduct.

The committee’s schedule of activities is de-
signed to provide members with an independ-
ent basis with which to evaluate the Army
Senior Task Force Report on sexual mis-
conduct, due in mid June, and other testimony
it will receive, while not interfering with ongo-
ing criminal investigations and prosecutions.

More importantly, the committee’s work will
examine each of the military services, not just
the Army.

During the course of the investigation, the
committee will focus on the extent to which
the guidelines and systems to protect against
harassment and sexual misconduct have
failed; whether the Army and the other
branches of the Armed Forces can institute
sufficient safeguards to protect against future
misconduct or whether extraordinary avenues
must be created to address allegations of sex-
ual misconduct; the degree to which broad
discretion as exercised in the chain of com-
mand contributes to a lack of faith in the mili-
tary justice system; and as a result of the alle-
gations raised Wednesday, whether investiga-
tive practices have led to inappropriate pres-
sure if not coercion of individuals to make
false allegations or to make admissions in vio-
lation of due process and fifth amendment
rights against self-incrimination.

To date, we have not reached the conclu-
sion that an investigation independent of the
Army of the Department or Defense is nec-
essary. We are concerned that an independ-
ent investigation may jeopardize planned
criminal prosecutions.

Mr. Speaker, our Armed Forces have a
proud history. They led the Nation in racial in-
tegration. We believe they fully appreciate
what is at stake with these allegations and will
respond to ensure that both women and men
are respected as individuals and for the con-
tribution each brings to making our military the
best fighting force possible.

We look forward to providing progress re-
ports to our colleagues on the committee’s in-
vestigation of this important subject.


		Superintendent of Documents
	2015-06-12T09:03:27-0400
	US GPO, Washington, DC 20401
	Superintendent of Documents
	GPO attests that this document has not been altered since it was disseminated by GPO




